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VINDICATION  OF  BISHOP  BUDKA 
FULL  RECORD  OF  INVESTIGATION 


(THE  NORTH  WEST  REVIEW,  DEC.  6,  1919) 

Throughout  the  duration  of  the  war,  the  Right  Reverend 
Nicetas  Budka,  Bishop  of  the  Diocese  of  Canada  of  the 
Ruthenian  Greek  Catholic  Church,  was  the  Adctim  of  periodic 
attacks  w  hich  were  given  wide  publicity  by  the  press,  more 
particularly  in  the  Provinces  of  Manitoba  and  Ontario.  As  a 
rule,  these  attacks  were  inspired  by  members  of  a  compara- 
tively small  group  of  Canadian  Ukrainians,  who,  while  remain- 
ing in  the  back  ground,  were  enabled  to  obtain  for  their  fabri- 
cations, all  necessary  publicity  through  the  medium  of  credu- 
lous editors  and  scheming  politicians.  The  attacks  alleged 
disloyalty  on  the  part  of  the  Bishop;  in  reality,  they  were 
founded  upon  jealousy,  religious  prejudice  and  hatred  on  the 
part  of  those  who  prompted  them.  As  a  consequence  of  the 
wide  publicity  obtained,  a  very  considerable  number  uij  Cana- 
dians arrived  at  the  wholly  erroneous  conclusion  that  Bishop 
Budka  was  in  reality,  a  disloyal  citizen. 

From  time  to  time  the  defamatory  ,  accusations  were 
answered  and  refuted  by  Bishop  Budka  himself,  by  The 
Catholic  Truth  Society  of  Manitoba,  by  the, Knights  of  Colum- 
bus and  by  other  organizations  and  individuals;  enquiries 
made  in  the  House  of  Commons  received  from,  the  Government 
the  reply  that  investigation  had  been  made  but  no  evidence  to 
substantiate  the  accusations  had  been  submitted.  In  spite  of 
this,  however,  the  general  charge  of  disloyalty  was  repeated 
and  continued  to  receive  publicity. 

In  the  AVinnipeg  press  of  April  25th  last,  appeared  an 
announcement  that  the  Great  War  Veterans,  through  their 
Association,  were  bringing  every  pressure  to  bear  upon  Ottawa 
to  secure  the  deportation  of  Bishop  Budka,  that  every  consti- 
tutional step  possible  was  being  taken  by  said  Association  to 
get  the  Bishop  back  to  Austria,  and  indignation  was  expressed 
at  the  alleged  laxity  of  the  authorities  and  intimation  given 
that  trouble  would  occur  if  action  was  not  taken  promptly. 

On  May  1st  a  large  deputation  of  Great  War  Veterans 
wailed  upon  lion.  T.  C.  Norris,  Premier  of  Manitoba  and 
made  a  demand  for  action  leading  to  the  deportion  of  Bishop 
Budka.  The  latter  had  then  been  absent  from  home  for  sev- 
eral days.  1  m mediately  upon  his  return  he  publicly  announc- 
ed his  desire  for  a  most  searching  investigation  by  a  properly 
constituted  authority,  at  the  earliest  possible  date,  in  order 
thai  liis  conduct,  his  citizenship,  his  utterances  and  his  writ- 
ings during  the  past  five  years,  should  be  most  carefully  en- 
quired into,  lie  slated  his  further  desire  thai  such  investiga- 
tion should  he  held  in  public  ami  thai  an  opportunity  be  given 
to  all  who  had  any  complaint  to  make  concerning  him.  to 
appear  an  dbe  heard,  lie  further  announced  that  instructions 
had  been  given  to  his  Counsel  i<>  endeavor  to  arrange  for  the 
holding  of  such  investigation  ;it  once. 


[imnediately  thereafter,  Mr.  T.  J.  Murray,  Counsel  tov 
Bishop  Budka,  interviewed  the  chairman  of  the  Alien  Regis- 
tration Board  with  0  view  to  arranging  an  investigation;  he 
also  wrote  ( 'oiinsel  Tor  the  Oreal  War  Veterans  expressing  a 
desire  lor  an  immediate  and  thorough  enquiry,  suggesting 
thai  ii  be  conducted  by  a  Judge,  thai  it  be  made  broad  enough 
to  include  all  relevant  allegations  and  complaints,  and  thai 
an  opportunity  be  afforded  to  all  who  mighl  have  any  accusa- 
tion to  make,  to  be  heard.  The  communication  further  offered 
the  fullesi  measure  of  co-operation  with  the  Greal  War  Vet- 
erans in  the, preparation  for  and  condud  of  the  enquiry.  As 
a  consequence,  arrangements  were  made  with  His  Honor  Judge 
Paterson  of  the  County  Court,  Winnipeg,  to  commence  on 
May  19th  an  enquiry  under  the  provisions  of  the  Dominion 
Order-in- Council  of  February  14th,  1919  (dealing  with  in- 
quiries as  to  the  propriety  of  directing  the  internment  of 
persons  of  alien  enemy  nationality)  the  proceedings  being 
based  upon  a  formal  application  made  by  Counsel  for  the 
Greal  War  Veterans  to  Judge  Paterson  requesting  the  intern- 
ment of- Bishop  Budka.  On  the  date  set  for  commencing  the 
enquiry,  Winnipeg  was  in  the  throes  of  a  general  strike  and 
an  adjournment  was  directed.  Subsequently,  a  further  ad- 
journment was  granted  at  the  request  of  the  Great  War  Vet- 
erans, Then  long  vaeation  intervened,  and  it  became  impos- 
sible to  bring  on  the  hearing  before  Pall.  On  September  29th, 
no  move  having  been  made  by  the  complainants  to  arrange 
for  a  hearing,  mshop  Budka's  Counsel  applied  for  and  ob- 
tained an  appointment  for  October  27th.  Early  in  May  ('oiin- 
sel for  the  Bishop  had  requested  the  Great  War  Veterans  to 
submit  a  written  statement  of  their  charges,  and  in  reply 
the  complaints  against  the  Bishop  were  stated  in  writing  as 
follows : — 

1.  That  lie  has  prayed  for  the  success  of  the  Austrian 
Armies. 

2.  That  lie  has,  at  different  times,  made  statements  derog- 
atory and  prejudicial  to  British  soldiers  and  likely  to  bring 
the  British  Armies  into  contempt. 

3.  That  he  has  solicited  and  collected  funds  for  the  as- 
sistance of  Galicia  and  Austria. 

4.  That  he  has  been  the  agent  of  the  Austrian  Govern- 
ment in  Canada. 

5.  That  he  has  expressed  his  loyalty  to  the  late  Franz 
Joseph  of  Anst  ria. 

6.  That  he  has  deprecated  Canadian  War  Bonds  and  has 
endeavored  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  Canadian  War  Bonds  to 
lint  henians. 

7.  That  he  has  attempted  to  maintain  the  Ruthenian 
language  to  the  exclusion  of  the  English  language  in  Ruthen- 
ian schools. 

8.  That  he  has  blocked  the  establishment  of  the  Ukrainian 
Legion  for  service  in  tin1  British  Armies. 

9.  That  he  has  repeatedly  expressed  his  sympathy,  both 
in  speech  and  writing,  to  the  Austrian  Government. 

10.  That  he  has  broken  his  parole  w  hile  in  Canada,  and 
United  States. 


11.  That  he  has  preached  seditious  sermons. 

On  the  opening  of  the  enquiry  before  His  Honor  Judge 
Paterson,  on  October  27th,  Mr.  0.  L.  Monteith,  who  appeared 
as  Counsel  for  the  Greal  War  Veterans,  stated  to  the  Court 
thai  he  could  not  substantiate  any  of  the  above  mentioned 
charges  and  that  they  would  have  to  be  withdrawn,  as  lie 
could  not  prove  them. 

Counsel  for  the  complainants  then  submitted  a  new 
charge,  viz.  "that  Bishop  Budka,  having  registered  as  of  alien 
enemy  nationality,  had  failed  to  report  to  the  Registrar  of 
Alien  Enemies."  In  support  of  this  charge,  he  called  as  a 
witness  the  chief  clerk  of  the  Alien  Registration  Department, 
Winnipeg,  who  admitted  that  the  Bishop  did  not  report,  be- 
cause lie  had  been  excused  from  reporting  by  the  Registrar  of 
Alien  Enemies,  and  that  the  Bishop  had  therefore  never  been 
under  any  obligation  to  report.  The  witness  further  stated 
that  so  far  as  his  knowledge  wrent,  the  exemption  from  report- 
ing was  granted  because  "Bishop  Budka  was  a  priest,  and  lie 
was  not  thought  to  be  dangerous,  and  the  permission  to  travel 
was  something  which  he  would  need,  owing  to  the  necessity 
of  his  travelling  between  his  parishes.'''  This  was  the  only 
witness  called  by  the  complainants. 

No  one  else  having  appeared  to  make  any  complaint  or 
offer  any  evidence  against  the  Bishop,  (although  notice  of  the 
enquiry  had  appeared  in  the  public  press)  Mr.  Murray,  Coun- 
sel for  the  Bishop,  then  announced  that  he  proposed  to  adduce 
evidence  to  show  that  the  charges  originally  made  were  with- 
out foundation.  A  question  having  been  raised  by  the  Court 
as  to  the  propriety  or  necessity  of  hearing  any  further  evi- 
dence under  the  circumstances  (in  view  of  the  withdrawal  of 
all  the  original  charges),  Mr.  Murray  submitted  an  argument 
in  support  of  the  contention  that  in  the  interest  of  the  public 
and  of  the  Bishop,  and  in  fairness  to  the  latter,  an  opportunity 
ought  to  be  afforded  of  introducing  further  evidence,  and  in 
this  Avay  settling  the  whole  question  completely.  The  Court 
finally  agreed  to  hear  further  evidence. 

The  case  submitted  on  behalf  of  Bishop  Budka  comprised 
a  very  considerable  volume  of  documentary  evidence,  as  well 
as  the  viva  voce  statements  of  several  witnesses.  The  former 
included  many  excerpts  from  the  daily  press,  several  pastoral 
letters  issued  by  Bishop  Budka  to  his  flock,  (including  the  now 
famous  letter  written  prior  to  the  commencement  of  the  War, 
and  at  a  time  when  there  did  not  appear  any  likelihood  of 
Great  Britain  being  drawn  into  the  conflict),  letter  from  the 
Premier  of  Canada,  papers  dealing  with  the  application  for 
naturalization  of  the  Bishop,  newspaper  reports  of  addresses 
delivered  by  the  Bishop  to  his  people  in  various  parts  of  the 
West,  copy  of  depositions  in  the  Hafford  case,  special  articles 
written  by  the  Bishop  for  the  Canadian  Etuthenian  newspaper 
■•itid  printed  in  both  English  and  Ruthenian,  and  excerpts  from 
Hansard  showing  answers  by  the  Governmeirl  to  enquiries 
made  in  the  House  of  Commons,  of  the  mass  of  decomentary 
evidence  so  submitted,  perhaps  the  most  valuable  was  that 
furnished  by  the  several  pastoral  letters,  written,  as  they  were, 
by  Bishop  Budka  himself,  al  various  limes  and  on  momentous 


occasions,  throughoul  the  period  of  the  War,  when  there  could 
be  no  though!  of  their  being  used  as  evidence  in  the  future, 
prepared,  uo1  for  public  effect,  bu1  in  order  thai  their  contents 
rnigh.1  be  communicated  to  the  members  of  Ms  Hock  by  the 
priest  a1  the  altar;  these  pastoral  letters  accurately  reflected 
the  true  inwardness  of  their  composer.  They  appealed  the 
highesl  and  noblest  instincts  of  the  Canadian  rkrainiang,  call- 
ing upon  them  to  rally  under  the  flag  of  the  British  Empire, 
and  to  sacrifice  wealth  and  blood  in  support  of  it.  as  a  holy 
duty;  they  made  due  acknowledgment  of  the  debt  of  gratitude 
and  obligations  which  were  owing  to  Canada,  the  land  of 
adoption,  wjiich  had  afforded  protection  and  opportunity  to 
all  its  Ruthenian  citizens;  they  requested  that  all  party  and 
racial  feeling  and  all  indifference  he  put  aside;  they  gave  re- 
minder of  the  oath  of  allegiance,  with  its  resulting  obligation 
in  the  way  of  loyalty,  and  they  defined  loyalty  as  involving 
sacrifice;  they  suggested  the  formation  of  battalions  of  oatur- 
alized  Ukrainians,  and  they  appealed  for  continued  prayer 
for  the  success  of  the  cause  undertaken  by  the  British  Empire 
and  the  speedy  restoration  of  peace. 

The  Bishop  himself  took  the  witness  stand  and  underwent 
a  lengthy  examination  covering  each  one  of  the  charges  made 
against  him.  lie  denied  each  and  every  one  of  them:  he  ex- 
plained what  his  attitude  had  been  and  was  on  each  of  the 
questions  involved  in  the  charges,  and  he  disclosed  to  the 
Court  all  relevant  information  which  lie  possessed,  pertaining 
to  the  subject  matter  of  the  charges.  He  was  also  subjected 
to  a  lengthy  cross  examination  by  Counsel  for  the  Great  War 
Veterans.  Although  this  examination  covered  a  wide  range, 
no  objection  was  taken  to  any  of  the  questions,  the  Bishop 
answering  them  all,  to  the  best  of  his  ability,  and  with  thor- 
ough frankness. 

Other  witnesses  called,  showed  that  Bishop  Budka  had  on 
many  occasions,  while  addressing  gatherings  of  his  people 
in  the  Western  Provinces,  advised  them  to  assist  the  Red 
Gross  Work,  and  to  purchase  Victory  Bonds  in  order  that 
Canada  might  be  enabled  to  carry  out  its  undertakings;  that 
he  frequently  reminded  them  of  their  duties  to  Canada,  and 
that  he  arranged  for  other  speakers  to  give  addresses  on  the 
same  subject;  that  he  insisted  on  the  children  learning  the 
English  language,  pointing  out  that,  without  it.  they  would 
not  he  able  to  succeed  in  this  country:  that  his  advocacy  was 
not  only  in,  favor  of  a  knowledge  of  English  hut  also  for  a 
thorough  training  in  it;  that  he  had  made  representations  to 
the  Government  at  Ottawa  with  a  view  to  having  permission 
granted  for  the  organization  of  Ruthenian  Battalions  in  the 
Canadian  Overseas  Forces;  that  he  had  publicly  and  privately 
advocated  enlistment  on  t.ie  part  of  Kuthenians  not  only  in 
such  Battalions  but  also  in  the  Canadian  Army  generally. 
These  witneses  also  were  examined  as  to  the  various  charges 
made  against  the  Bishop;  they  stated  they  had  no  knowledge 
of  anything  which  would  serve  as  a  foundation  for  any  of 
the  charges,  that  they  believed  the  charges  to  be  wholly  un- 
founded, and  that  in  their  belief,  the  charges  had  originated 
with  a  group  of  foreign  speaking  people  who  were  active  in 


a  movement  to  establish  among  the  Ukrainian  people,  a  church 
independent  of  the  Ruthenian  Greek  Catholic  Church.  Among 
the  witnesses  were  the  Director  of  a  Ukrainian  Educational 
[nstitute  and  a  former  officer  of  the  Canadian  Army. 

On  November  26th,  His  Honor  Judge  Paterson  delivered 
the  following  judgment: — 

"In  the  matter  of  an  aplicatioii  to  intern  one,  the  Right 
Reverend  Nicetas  Budka  under  Orders-in-Couiicil,  dated  28th 
of  October,  1914,  and  14th  February,  1919. 

"The  Law  Courts,  Winnipeg, 

November  26th,  1919 

"JUDGMENT  OF  HIS  HONOR,  JUDGE  PATERSON. 

"His  Honor:  I  was  under  the  impression  the  last  day 
of  the  hearing  that  I  had  to  make  a  written  report  but  having 
looked  into  the  Orders-in-Council,  I  cannot  find  it  is  necessary 
to  do  so.  If  the  accused  is  found  guilty  and  ordered  to  be 
interned,  he  is  handed  over  to  the  authorities,  otherwise  there 
is  no  procedure  requiring  me  to  report,  apparently,  to  any- 
body, but,  I  think,  as  I  did  not  give  my  decision  the  other 
day,  I  should  declare  in  open  Court  or  indicate,  really,  what 
was  the  result  of  the  investigation." 

"So  far  as  the  charges  were  concerned,  it  resolved  itself 
simply  into  the  one  charge  that  was  pressed  and  that  was  that 
he  had  not  reported  as  required  under  the  registration  of 
aliens.  He  did  not  report,  that  is  quite  true,  but  I  think  he 
had  a  very  good  reason  why  he  should  not  have  done  so,  with- 
out at  all  seeming  to  be  trifling  with  the  regulations  or  wil- 
fully breaking  the  rules,  and  that  was,  as  he  had  registered 
in  the  office  of  Colonel  Lindsay,  he  there  received  authority, 
I  think  it  might  be  called,  at  least  he  practically  received  a  re- 
lease for  requiring  to  report  after  registering.  I  think  it  is 
quite  reasonable  that  the  Bishop  Budka  accepted,  as  almost 
anybody  would  have  accepted,  the  authority  of  Colonel 
Lindsay  who  was  at  the  head  of  the  board,  as  being  qualified 
and  authorized  to  grant  him  such  release  as,  apparently,  he 
was  granted.  I  think  it  is  not  unreasonable  that  Bishop 
Budka  should  not  have  gone  any  further  to  determine  whether 
or  not  Col.  Lindsay  would  have  such  authority.  So  that  while 
Bishop  Budka  did  not  report  as  the  regulations  required,  yet 
he  had  a  very  good  reason,  I  think,  in  not  doing  so,  and  he 
was  no1  wilfully  committing  any  breach  of  the  regulations 
and  1  could  not  order  his  internment  and  will  have  to  release 
him  from  the  charge.  As  far  as  the  other  matters  are  con- 
cerned  I  do  not  know  how  much  I  should  say  about  them. 
I  am  quite  satisfied  thai  the  counsel  for  the  complainants  had 
put  before  him  a1  one  time  sonic  rather  serious  charges  against 
Bishop  Budka  and  that  he  was  quite  conscientious  in  framing 
I  he  charges  as  they  were  bu1  at  the  hearing  not  a  tittle  of  evi- 
dence was  produced  against  the  Bishop  to  warrant  such 
charges  having  been  made,  in  Pact,  the  only  evidence  that  was 
adduced  was  by   the  Bishop  and  some  of  his  own  witnesses 

who  instead  <>t'  charging  the  Bishop  with  disloyalty  and  so  on. 


his  condiicl  was  on  the  other  hand  to  be  approved.  I  do  not 
iliink  i!  is  accessary  to  say  anything  more  on  those  charges 
thai  were  perhaps  serious,  bu1  why  those  who  made  the 
charges  did  not  conic  forward  and  attempl  to  substantiate, 
them,  I  do  not  know.  So  Par  as  tin-  investigation  before  me 
was  concerned,  there  was  no  grounds  shown  why  there  should 
he  any  doubl  cas1  upon  Bishop  Budka's  loyalty  to  Canada." 

It  is  to  he  sincerely  hoped  thai  these  proceedings  mid  the 
judgment  rendered  thereon,  will  bring  to  an  end,  once  ann 
for  all  time,  the  cruel  campaign  of  misrepresentation  which 
has  been  relentlessly  waged  against  Bishop  Budka  during  the 
past  five  years.  It  will  perhaps  he  too  much  to  expect,  that 
those  who  have  in  the  past  been  responsible  for  originating  the 
many  slanderous  statements  concerning  him,  will  treat  him 
honestly  and  fairly  in  the  future.  Animosities,  based  upon 
religions  prejudice,  jealousy  and  personal  ambition,  are  not 
easily  eradicated.  Heretofore  the  traducers  have  relied  ('and 
not  in  vain)  for  their  success  upon  a  sensational  press  and 
upon  a  thoughtless  public,  who  have  been  all  loo  ready  to  be> 
lieve  ill  of  one,  whom  they  have  not  tried  to  know  or  under- 
stand, and  with  whom  they  have  not  eared  to  sympathize.  Tt 
is  to  be  hoped  that  the  press,  and  its  readers,  including  some 
of  our  Winnipeg  politicians,  will  learn  a  lesson  fro©  this  ex- 
perience, will  in  the  future  be  honest  at  least  with  themselves, 
if  not  with  Bishop  Budka,  and  will  refuse  to  continue  to  be 
the  dupes  of  the  self-seeking  designs  of  his  Ukrainian  de- 
famers. 

It  lias  indeed  been  a  fortunate  circumstance  for  Canada, 
and  for  its  Ukrainian  citizens,  in  particular,  that  the  latter 
have  enjoyed  during  the  critical  and  strenuous  period  of  the 
War,  a  leadership  so  loyal  and  so  Avise  as  that  accorded  by 
liishop  Budka.  The  pioneer  Bishop  of  bis  diocese,  he  has 
met  with  all  the  discouraging  difficulties  which  those  who 
lead  the  way  so  often  have  to  encounter,  suspicion,  indiffer- 
ence, dissention,  intolerance,  lack  of  assistants,  and  want  of 
funds.  He  has  given  without  stint,  in  time,  energy,  and  ability 
in  order  that  his  people  may  remain  true  children  of  the 
Church,  and  may  become  worthy  citizens  of  their  adopted 
country.  He  is  planting,  that  those  who  come  after  may  reap; 
his  hopes  rest,  not  so  much  in  tbe  present  adult  generation, 
as  in  their  children.  TTe  has  proven  himself  indefatigable  in 
implanting  in  the  minds  of  the  rising  generation,  a  deep  and 
lasting  love  for  Canada,  the  land  of  their  birth,  an  appreciation 
of  the  value  of  education,  and  an  understanding  of  the  neces- 
sity of  a  thorough  knowledge  of  English,  so  that  in  the  years 
to  come,  his  people  will  occupy  no  secondary  place  in  Can- 
adian citizenship.  And  as  he  has  planned  and  worked,  so 
has  he  lived,  an  honest,  upright,  loyal,  true  Catholic  citizen 
of  Canada.  He  has  been  misunderstood  because  he  and  his 
work  have  not  been  known.  When  our  Canadian  people  come 
to  a  full  understanding  on  how  well,  in  the  interests  of  Can- 
ada. Bishop  Budka  has  builded  during  all  the  time  his  loyalty 
has  been  suspected,  then,  only  will  they  be  able  to  appreciate 
his  true  worth.  In  the  meantime  he  continues  to  sacrifice 
every  personal  com  fori  and  interest,  for  tbe  good  of  others. 


